

Suspects’ Confessions 
Are Held Inadmissible 
I Unless Told of Rights 

Decisions handed down by the Supreme Court yester- 

sorieTvT^r impaCt “ maj0r areas of Am erican 
voting booths 10nS ’ C ° rporate board rooms end 

To the police stations the Court brought advanced 
new rules to protect the rights of arrested persons to 
remain silent and to have the benefit of counsel. 

J:Jt'° aTAl0 r S the CoUrt brou §' ht s °me additional 
deterrents against mergers that might be seen as in- 
creasing economic concentration, or that might arouse 
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tion 11 of^th? h° tin / b °,° thS thS C ° Urt brou § ht vindica - 
tion of the broadened franchise given non-English- 

of e i%5 g ert ° RlCan VOtSrS by the Civil Ri ghts S Act 






Congress Is Upheld 
j On Intervention in 
State Voting Laws 

Congress has ample po^er 
under the 14th Amendment to 
strike down State election laws 
that limit the ballot to persons 
literate in English, the Su- 
preme Court ruled yesterday. 

By a 7-to-2 vote, tfie Court 
upheld the Kennedy- Javits 
amendments to the 1965 Vot- 
ing Rights Act, which, offered 
the severest test in recent 
years of Federal power to in- 
terfere in the election process 
of a State. 

I 9 'another major decision, 
the Court struck down the 
latest in a long line of con- 
tempt of Congress convic- 
tions, holding the House Un- 
'American Activities Commit- 
tee had broken its own rules 
in 1955 when it asked ques- : 
tions about alleged commun-j 
ism in the labor movement. ] 

Earlier this term the Vot-i 
ing Act was upheld in its key 
provisions, which suspended 
literacy tests in several South- 
ern states so that more 
I Negroes could qualify to vote. 
But yesterday’s ruling brought 
Federal restrictions on a 
Northern state that was not 
accused of outright racial dis- 
crimination. 

The provisions offered last 
year by Sens'. Robert F. Ken- 
nedy (D-N.Y.) and Jacob K. 
Javits (R-N.Y.) were criticized 
at the time as not germane to 
Negro' voting rights and a 
threat to passage of the basic 
law. 

New York has required. since 
1922 that its voters be literate 
in English. As a substitute for 
an English literacy test, the 
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Top Court Upholds Right of Congress 
To Intervene in State Election Laws 



State allows proof of comple- 
tion of six grades of schooling, 
an exemption not allowed for 
citizens bom in Puerto Rico 
and educated in Spanish-speak- 
ing schools there. 

The justices refused to de- 
cide whether natives of Puerto 
Rico who come to New Y-ork 
to live are denied rights under 
the 14th Amendment itself. 
They said the 1965 law made 
it necessary to decide only 
whether Congress had the 
power to eliminate the dis- 
crepancy. 

Justice William J. Brennan 
Jr., writing for the Court, 
gave a broad reading to the 
14th Amendment’s enforce- 
ment section, which gives Con- 
gress power to enact “appro- 
priate legislation’’ to promote 
its goal of equal treatment for 
ail Americans. 

Brennan said the Recon- 
struction Amendment’s e n- 
forcement section was de- 



signed to give Congress, “the 
same broad powers” that are 
already granted in national 
matters under the Constitu- 
tion’s “necessary and proper” 
clause. He noted that Chief 
Justice John Marshall had 
given that clause its classic, 
broad reading back in 1819. 

New York contended that 
the voting law made no legal 
difference if the literacy-in- 
English requirements passed 
muster under the Equal Pro- 
tection clause standing alone. 
A divided three-judge District 
Court here agreed, but its de- 
cision was reversed. 

The legal challenge had 
been launched by a Brooklyn 
couple, Mr. and Mrs. John P. 
Morgan, who claimed that 
their voting power was being 
diluted by an influx of voters 
who could not read English. 
Brennan said Spanish-lan- 
guage news media and other 
factors made literate Puerto 
Ricans potentially as well in- 
formed as those who attended 
six grades in mainland schools. 



Justices William O. Doug- 
las and Abe Fortas contended 
in a companion case that the 
Kennedy - Javits amendments 
were not needed to strike 
down the literacy rule. But 
the majority held that a lower 
court should find out whether 
Martha Cardona of Rochester, 
N.Y., could qualify under the 
new law. 

In total dissent were Jus- 
tices John M. Harlan and Pot- 
ter Stewart. They said the 
Federal law had laudable ob- 
jectives but it intruded on 
state prerogatives. 

In other section, the Court 
agreed to revise another lower 
court decision involving the 
Government’s power to punish 
criminally travel to foreign 
countries ruled off-limits by 
the State Department. A Fed- 
eral court in Brooklyn dismis- 
sed an indictment against 
three organizers of an unau- 
thorized 1963 trip to Cuba, 
holding that Congress had 
failed to make such travel a 
1 crime. 




